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I. INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 

The Applicants hereby incorporate herein by reference Sections I-VI and VIII-IX in 
the Appeal Brief having a mailing date of May 1 , 200 1 . 

II. GROUPING OF CLAIMS 

In the Notice of Non-Compliance with a mailing date of June 29, 2001 , the Examiner 
stated that "appellant's grouping of claims is not agreed with because the claims grouped by 
the appellants were previously canceled in the amendment filed on 8/3 1/98." See Notice of 
Non-Compliance, Page 2. Applicants replace Section VII in the Appeal Brief having a 
mailing date of May 1, 2001 with the following: 

Claims 37 and 38 form a first group. 
Claims 42 and 47 form a second group. 
Claims 49 and 50 form a third group. 
Claims 54 and 59 form a fourth group. 
Claims 61 and 62 form a fifl;h group. 
Claims 66 and 71 form a sixth group. 

Claims 39, 40, 41, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 51, 52, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 60, 63, 64, 65, 67, 
68, 69, 70 and 72 should not be grouped together and should each be considered separately. 
The reasons for these groupings are set forth in Applicants* arguments in Section VIII. 

III. REMARKS 

In the Notice of Non-Compliance having a mailing date of June 29, 2001, the 
Examiner has objected to claims 46, 58 and 70 but were stated to be allowable if rewritten 
in independent form including all the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. Applicants have amended claims 46, 58 and 70 to include the limitations of the base 
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and intervening claims in an amendment in accordance with 37 C.RR. §1.116 filed herewith 
Applicants* Supplemental Appeal Brief 

Applicants note that in response to the Examiner's changed status with respect to 
claims 46, 58 and 70, the arguments in Section VIII in the Appeal Brief having a mailing date 
of May 1, 2001 with respect to claims 46, 58 and 70 are rendered moot by allow ability. 
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rV. CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully assert that the claims are patentable over the cited prior art. 

Respectfully submitted, 



WINSTEAD SECHREST & MINICK RC. 




5400 Renaissance Tower 
1201 Elm Street 
Dallas, Texas 75270-2199 
(512)370-2832 



::ODMA\PCDOCS\AUSTIN_l\168638\l 
1162:7036-P151US 



-4- 



